%42 K H10H E 4 K HE K Vol. 42 No. 10
2026 45 A CHINA WATER & WASTEWATER May 2026

DOI:10. 19853/j. zgjsps. 1000-4602. 2026. 10. 004

JUP AKX BB RGO TAN L2017

EFr, X WP, wEaP, LEE', FHEBREL', KER',
I, LR
(1. PEKIZ = EAATRNE KIIZFTASFRERR IR P, Hik KX
430014; 2. P Lh k¥ LRI ERFR, ;& 7 510275; 3. PLhKRY B IAERE
iz adreBELERE, & SN 510275)

M

W OE: ARAMARERERL Y e A F Aok ek R T RIS R T HEKE M 6 B
R b e, AP B R E AL E M K 6 3 LRI T R, AR EME G RIGAR R IRTT A4
ST AT, BRI T AL A AF AR  BMAR] 55 £ 5 Je ARt R R E B oA Huk g, 53 2T 450
KBS SRR B TGRS LRI, BRE ARG R AP R Gt A E A FHR T b
BERLEZEF , DRBEFFLIEER FEBFf LAY R AEEE, ARIEFAE L R H LA
ERM; A EMEORIEARRREBREES Ty RO BLER  FRamEags kF Fe
W REE R, FFRARR T AHAKE PR SLIRE AR 09 B30 5 AR AR AEA F 1R I

K HEKEE; CRULIRE; SHIMERRG; ARk

FESES: TU992  XEkFRIZAS: A XEHS: 1000 -4602(2026)10 - 0022 - 09

Comparison and Analysis of Four Drainage Pipeline Health Assessment Methods
WANG Wangiong', LIU Tong”?,  LIN Peiyuan®’, PENG Shouhai', CHEN Xiaolong',
MI Rongxi1 ,  WANG Fuzhi', MA Baos0ng2'3
(1. National Engineering Research Center of Eco—Environment in the Yangtze River Economic

Belt, China Three Gorges Corporation, Wuhan 430014, China; 2. School of Civil Engineering ,

Sun Yat—sen University, Guangzhou 510275, China; 3. State Key Laboratory for Tunnel
Engineering , Sun Yat—sen University, Guangzhou 510275, China)

Abstract: To enhance the scientific rigor and precision of drainage pipeline network management
and maintenance, defect inspection data from a representative city in the Yangize River basin were used
to conduct a systematic comparative analysis of three mainstream assessment methods from China, the
United Kingdom, and North America, along with a self-developed dual-indicator system. The study
examined numerical distribution characteristics, threshold division differences, indicator correlations, as
well as the distribution and mapping of assessment grades, quantitatively comparing the performance of
the four methods in assessing structural and functional defects. The results indicate that the four methods
differ significantly in value ranges, calculation logic, and grade settings, and that therefore their selection

should be carefully aligned with specific engineering needs, management objectives, and application
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scenarios to ensure the effectiveness and applicability of the assessment results. The self-developed

dual-indicator system can provide continuous and extendable quantitative outputs, thereby supporting

decision-making for both short-term maintenance and long-term asset management. The findings can offer

scientific evidence to inform the updating and optimization of drainage pipeline network condition

assessment standards.

Keywords:

drainage pipeline;

T HEAAE W R IR s T RN
F Al it =2 — , L BSR4 R A A 5 B o
MEDL SR R — AR E R A R R AR, A
2> FEUHTH N BT 8 B IR A 5 K R T PR R TS
v R B E e KR R AE TR R 5 A 4
8B HEAKAE W2 Ak ] AR A BRI N B 25 58
o, 2B W AR TE R TS S A G T A
P, 1B T e PR B i R, IS T HEK R4
HIMR S RE T . A TR SR 518, iR 2E
i R GRS WA PTG R R N B R A
e i Ae AT PR A B XS T4 BN
R IT e HE KA AR BV 5 %, LS R gk
B SR

FI F ] & A O HE /K 7 8 A6 D 5 P4k e AR
) (CJJ 181—2012) LIk , % ML AR AE 4 [ Y5 Bl 9 15
BNz R, A F1HEsh T HEAKE M A TAERY
HERE . BRI, 280 10 AR 0 TR S BR 1% LR 78 ]
FH vz i 22 1 0 LRI B, 3o DAL 45 R 5 SRtk
BUAETE 22 o I, B AR AL R L S 2 I
Ja ST AR ST TAE , B 4R S TG R R R
PES W EENE . SRR, E BR S SR L X A
AHARIE B T 2R HE K A& T8 PPAL 7 i, an e b 9s |
VG L H AR G T AR AR AR, T T
o 8 WS e B (EAE RN, XA
BB RS R R P AEE R ER, S
R — 4 BETE AN [R5 1R M PEAG 45 1 0T g R
()0 30 A B RN DR SR B B RSB . R
ARG E NS EEIAE T i 2E ok R i
FHMERRAE X4 sh bn o3 5 ik b o
-9

FET e, DA VT B 7 rhvaco 38k DX I 3R 48 1Y)
o I S A Ay BE A 36 B KSR Pl (WRC)™
2 EAE S AR (PACP) ™ FRIE CJ) 181—
20124 1 3 R0 37k IR A A R RS

condition assessment;

structural defects; functional defects

N ENES T DO E /T BUR Y G| R TR & (AN R £ ]
Gy 5t FRBRASENE KSR S, TR R 4
P I AE BUE G BB M SRR E LS
], B A AN [R] TR 55 T A9 38 P 5 e R
T BRI Ay 3 6 HE KA IO A o o 1) S 4 it
SCUES G, I R 5 R A R R
Sl B 7 A B o R AR

1 AFPHEARE AR BIRAE 7 R

1.1 REEHHEKE E AT iR &

CJJ 181—2012 23R EH E #B R G b 1y HE K 48 18
BB A AR . RO BAr Rl S —
BBE Y 28 A R BFA3 A 22, Xof A 45 A0 R I e v e
Fa b AT AT, IF 4 R 2 A B o i B
TS

R Ry R B B PR E T AN R A
OIARUE PR RN 2 BT L R AR I LB 2B
TR FRAEE B SRR Hd B2 3 5(RD
FH T A5t 25 R PR G B FR BT, FR P48 B (M) I T 4y
E IR E R

B BLES R B BB R B KB 5 1
B LS A g Aire, HitE ARy

P S S )
S S, <S8

e S, AT B AL B P ™ EAL B A
{EL 3 S O 2 T B s B T34 408

FEMCEERE T FE R, T B Mg A dife o 119 2
PARBL , AR W T 2

RI=0.7F + 0.1K + 0.05E + 0.15T (2)

Kb Ky X HEEVES4G E I S
BT S, HARIUE T 0L Cl) 181—
2012,

BB RETE BB SR G BB S FARDL,
e AL FE M, AR R

MI = 0.8G + 0.15K + 0.05E (3)

« 23 .



%A2E5 10

OE 4 K HE oK

www. cnww1985. com

HR A RIFT MI A9 115345 5 0 45 1 IR O 4 e
AR ERIN 0 1~ G, Hop 1 kR iz
TG , 4 RN T RERIE . IS4 CJJ 181—2012 78
T HEAK S A 545 P rp AR R Tz N, 2 N
TR A —E R A X B+ R4
AR B3R T T PR 2R A SR T L i Ik B
BGE G = WA 0 BEIS AR , AR DG 28 2 1)y B e
PEA R, S B8OV 5 2 B A Ak, 7T RS B L AE
SR R TG B )38 A
1.2 HEHKEEEGIRE

CHEZK 48 8RB 43 28 F W0 ) (58 4 ) w9 [
WRC F 2004 4F & A , J&= 7F 1980 4F & Wt Sk fith [ 47
MIES 4 RIETT o IR TR A T8 B HE KA R B
VAR R 22— W5 S 24 [ G R b DX B PEAG 5 12
filE EARENSEEMN . ZIEREL RGN
i i I3 12 R AN R S B B 150 0 411 40 (8, I DA e ey ke
B TE 40 DR 45 B 45 40 S 4, BRI e A Bl g SR sh AL ) o
XA T O™ E R R TR RE A TR i K
B SRS ARAS , AT A B 2B R sk S i 0 3¢
o SR, FLIPA 25 5L A0 A iy o — f5 ™ S B
T 25 20 A TR IR A G B R R R A
IR AR AU, S 350 I S etk 0 9k 177 R = A 1 1
S R 5 B AR 4), WRCRHAE Bl 43 54>
R (1~5) , o VR F R LR ICHG , 5 B n A7
FEEE SRS TS EME A
1.3 SEAHEMTHER

PACP H 32 E 2 E T /KIERS A Al (NASSCO)
FESLE WRC AR B R F 2004 45 237, b SEH X
T HLAR M I HE K A S IR DL PR A AR &R . PACP 7E
WRC {4 7 i Ay 1, D5 #6) diit B | T e ikt i S 5B
RS ME BRI TSIk . s 250
R ARG B AT 5 Y B it T AR AR A A A
TEZ5E 4 K2 S i 5 1 2~3 B8 K R - 55 1 3 20 A
INRFEZE A, 5 2853 v TR B 04 T 1) 5 07 L 5 3
F 43 (A ) D0 2 Akl o 1 7™ SRR JEE

PACP WA ZREGEE T 1~5 HAIEsy, IR H
JITA S o 1 1 35 A5 GROR FRAE A5 T 1) R A (g AR DL o
X —J T AR A 2 B G AR 25 5
PR TR RN« Y A [ A A 2D i A R
5 REAREE PR, e P S WA, i
5 7" F R ) 5 K 2 A ) B . 3K T RE A 3
e U A5 B e e o A B AP Ay, T A2 05 G S P 488

R/ 8
1.4 BEHEOHKEERRRESISHRER

HEK R Ge o HER S PPAL & — I R 2 4k
JEMZEA TR , T T 75 B A5 A TR 5 DI BT Bk I
FRAE G R SR S ARGy A . R
7] R S 4566 18 2 5 R B 74 B SR, AR T
HET Y PR T % S T A R R BTG
EL AN

AR B B OB LGS — B 454 15 i Sk
PR A Al 3245 22 R B B R B, O I T TP Ak 45
RV T AR AT AR . R WAL 58 o3 ATAl 7 A
FRKG B L RIR B g At
LR SE A R 5 T REE B i AL Rl IR 3, Ry
FF BT SRS F W 25 Sl

B 5 A B A W B Gk A 2E A R (DK =
1,2, -+, n}, DOV TE et DR 285 (e FH AR B ik 20 -

I=f(S.d.A1) (4)

AP DR B R RS br , T B AL
B T AEEAR bR (PMD 848 TEAR DL AR (PCT) 5.8, Ry
Bl D, RSN, 2, 3, 4, 5)5d, AELE D, T
TR 5 A SRy 0 A B S 3 T AR AT AR 5 1 A I Y
ISR, ATRE B R 5 2R 5 75 R AT I AR
B E 55 DX Rl s T 7 DX ol o P 45 PR R
e

BT TR SR T 24 T A ARG

Febr. &5 1A% PMI, s s & EHE MR 2 g 2
oK s TR s 4E L e kT, SUR -
PMI = ES,LIP (5)

55 2402 PCL, HOR ZR G MRS bR, HT T S sk
BB B AR AR B, 38 T 45 1) XoF L | B ) 8
PREERTG = B, R R

“ S,d,
kle (6)

X — R AL T RS A3 P, AT IR AN A Y
FEAP MG o M5 R R P RS AN [ ] K
FA, PMIA PCI AJ 2 7 4 < 51 4n PMITT T H 3 5%
PR R 2o Ry A S R HE Y, PCT T 42 1 £ BV
il SHRT R . A ER DT 5 — , AU F PCIJR Al S ¢
LR TR (1) ] 22

SR R R 5 R 1 AN T B B K P A T HE

PCI =

e 24 -



www. cnww 1985. com

I, A HE R AR A B AE T R AT S A

%425 %10 #

PR A SRR, DA S 1 2K B s A K 4 Ak
A, RIS A] CREEHR AR i 2 4 — BOhE . IR R I
L TR AR B P B A - S, R B Y
PE, d, R BLEBE 005 FUAE , A SR 41 5 — iy 2 ] R
1 VDK A5 T A P 2% I D REAL A AT . LA
ESEE ] BN SR AL S5 R v e B
HATRE . AFCRHESINAES Y, 7] A %506k
Yo e G 7 1 B KA B sl A (B A T S B0 vt 22, O
PRAIEHE B Bl e B 52 R 52 S W e 7, i 3B B s =k
AR kI S 5[] 3 40 119 45 Ak 20 B RS 40 D 2
BE P
2 HREFHEEBRRSENERGZESIMH

A 5% J TR VL3 Sl T 0 0 X HE KA )
BRGS0 L 7 55 4 8 B 439. 14 km, FE 4 362 4%
B R PN 2R AL G A P B 5 T R P B
KR FE B R [ 22 G010 A I o 400 B 7 ik G &5
Jeo M DL b R AR BB 45 B, 43 5R €I 181—
2012 \WRC .PACP DA J [ A E 1 SR AR IR R, X
S HE KA T A TR S VAR

TEPACP IR R T, 45 ¥4 M 5 T RE 4 Bl B 1F 43 1)
SRR WLIE 1,

100F  —o B B [
< 80 — 11 200
N ¥
= 60t {900 &
s &
;D__f 40 77‘ 1600 =
B 2ok | 1300
3
0 Bl = |
1 2 3 4 5
FRbREUA
a. ZER LB PE4Y
100} _._;%ggﬁj\tt __l—-—lsoo
< 80 11200
272 60} {900 ¥
T 40} ¥ {600 .
t £
73
20t T 1300
’— .
. B m _
1 2 3 4 5
EisL Ay A4 IEN
b. DIREHEELRE T4y
B 1 PACP &k Z A FhER AT 4 B R AR 0 T 1E

Fig.1 Cumulative distribution characteristics of two types

of defect ratings under PACP system
w1 1 AT, 80% B B A P S i B 1Al 4
HTE 1~3 90, PACP{A R &5 M PR B A 0T 20 19 2 905

Fb e i, 22 % W DAL T 28 A8 M Bl LR R AN e
JEIR T Ry T, A 1 A R 7 5 T 4% 5 T 4~5 2%
7 LU ARG, 0 M 4 R 40405 7 B R B AR O
R, HHZ T, PACP A& 2 Shfe bk Bl b PF 43 1)
A3 A S T A B, 1 90 L2 51%, St KR
BOORERAS R AT AR RS fT sl e 4 )i, (i
PRI, PACP IR R LUV S {EAE hy S 9 2 2
B, FEOEALGE R A B A R AT T
SR IA B R A G T LR R . X R I E Rk
N B UE T R IR 25 G S SR AE LB AT B

ARA A 591 v AU, i B
B2 /R T WRC KRR T HEAK RS 8 PEAL 19 Bk
S ARHIE
100 o2t 43 1
T - 1600
s 80
=% 901 400
= 40t &
= {200
B - | ‘H HJ F 0
0%0.1 1 10 100
Febrsa
a. ZE R PR A T 43
100 —?—,i?iﬁ'ﬁﬁj\[:lﬁ 1 800
%0 WL 1500
I
% 6 1200 %
4 1900 2
il {600 &
Bk 20 I_.____.—|—— 10 1300

0123456789101119

FEPREA
b. DAEVEBREEIF2)
B2 WRC & & M EREE TS B R AR T R

Fig.2 Cumulative distribution characteristics of two types

of defect ratings under WRC system

H 1 2 WA, 5 R P R R 2 0 A X RCA AR
AT 32 5 W IMEFRCRAE 2 5 A — 2 el &
9K 80% M BT E T T 0. 1~10 {EAT5 4 25 20% 11
BB T 10~165, 15 B A B0 i ok i 8 EL 420K
RN NITETE NS SN (PN 2 1§28 S
T AR 23 (B 178G i T 2 ol A0 ™ E A
BE o DIREVE BRBE PE 0 o0 A 1 B B i A v A R
fi, K 22 808 BOVF 7 56 T 18 %€ 6 10, 53X 5 24 il
WRC A 55 98] 3 rb o Bt 540 Bk B 805 5 — 1 o0
ORI AT 5C o P T A 2401 v A8 B P I ) 26 Bk I
i LB R XM, 2 AR SRR AR T 2E R

« 25 .



%A2E5 10

OE 4 ok HE K

www. cnww1985. com

ERCEIAMFIE . B B, B 80% M BLE
VT 104, R (EHERINS . ML PACPIAR
FIFIEE B, WRC IR R PR AE ML SR Ak T X% v KU
B AR (EL TR B 56 1 FP R A B o A B
R HMEDL S e W R SR . H L,
WRC 43 22 75 DR B Al o i 35 A0 S 76 2 BA
P AR TERG ARG PR RS Ty A AE B S R B

K3 R8T CJJ 181—2012 1K 2 T 4544 1 fole 3
RI 5 TRt s g ML BRI RRAE . T 0, RI7E
0~3 [X [] iy FE A v, 29 80% MY BAPE MR T 4.5, %
WIZ T TR VEAS T KR 4325 F PR B3 o Ak 5% ~ R BE K
s A T T I BEGER D BRI A SUE 8
B BH S BB, F i 2B AR SRR T RE X A
RT3 77 A PL SRR . MR 23 A7 R AR 30 i 4 oh
5.5 A R 5 T 80% 1% B, HAE 9~10 [X [a] F
O IR . RIS MIS SR 4 BomA 3, &
P53 12 B S ) Bk BR R R AIE < AR 40 B i &
T B, —BRGEERTEM, 2 ERA LT %
J7EA B FAR IR R B R s R mT oK (H R
TR E X 4 Ak B ) RERURR A | T B PR 7 3 A
RIS W D 20 285 990 e ) 1o IR

100} o ;gal HA J-—-] 200
il PO
80
S - s 1900
3 6o} ¥
& 1600 =
E 40t =
—
B ool {300
4.5
. : 0
0 2 4 6 10
FEbR AU
a. RI

100p  —o— 21 4b1E

I e 900
= 60
f: | - 600 2
pa =
%—? 40 - £
00
20 55 T ‘ 3
s s s 0
0 2 4 6 8 10
EAREE
b. MI

B3 CJJ 181—2012 F R A FhER A5 M R IR D R HHE
Fig.3 Cumulative distribution characteristics of two types
of defect ratings under CJJ 181-2012 system

4 o A EA SR PR IR R T 45Tk T hgd
BRBEPE T B 0 A AL, ST R B T A S AL B A

ERAEIR L

M PMI o315 KT, KR o345 B Ak TARAE X 5,
W25 ¥ M BB PE 2 (PMI) 2 v ol 0~5, T RE I Bl A
P43 (PMIL) £ o8 0~2. AN, B 1778 /0 B (R
A, Hoh PMIGR R AT 3k 40 D) F . X R IIZ IR R BENE
TE AR A RSB 43 A 1 ) B oy St 20 50 s 7™ o e
M, TR B2 B2 B, MELZ T, PMLAR
(EHRAE T R B, UL 44 S B b B )12 AE A L (R
AR /i 72 Ay R L ) R A G R R DN PCT Y 43 A O
F, 454 M Bl B TE 4> (PCLL) 1 B 4B P F 0~2 X JH]
1.2 LR B A] 7 55 80% A4 B, R h 4 A IR B
P b T, 28 B R 4345 B 10 245 RA R A AH X ] 428
e Pk Bl b PF 4> (PCL) 76 1.4 DL R 0945 BE & LB ik
80% , I AEBLRR /L.t BAHh G a0, A s bRk RIE
BT VESE VU Y 0 A R 2k AN TR B S 1 B R Bk
A5 o 5L 5 S AR A H A R A RE U
PRI B 1) RV AL , 38 B8 X 5 w8 (A ity A~ 191 5 35k

BRI -
100 1 000
i —— ZUIH AT |
g % itk 800
S5 "
= 60 1600 ¥
&

Z 40 {400 §
?Nv:% S
20‘ ‘ 1200

s ' : 0
0 20 30 40 50
bz o eI
a. PMI
—— ZIFEH S {1 000
I 800
= ,
= 600 %
i &
+ 400 X
1
200
0
10 20 30 40 50
LN YL
b. PMI,
100} 1800
—— 2 H S
& 80 Bk 100
N 11 200
% 60 &%
im 1900 *.%
=40 600 =
Bk
20 1300
1.2
0 0
1 2 3 4 5 6 78
iy ¢l

c. PCIg



www. cnww 1985. com

I 73,4 w AP HER R AR B AE R AT S AT

%425 %10 #

100f e 1500
A —— BT

80, [P E g 11200
N
/i; 60 ( 900 %
N =
;”; 40-’ 1600
B oo 1300

im0 |

0 1 2 3 5 6 7 8

4
TRbREUE
d. PCI,

B4 ISR R FEREITES W RRS T
Fig.4 Cumulative distribution characteristics of two types

of defect ratings under dual-index system

545 PMI 5 PCT I A 5 E A 6T PMIT 56 3 %F
A ) 7 B R ) SECBRE I 8 TE  S R B A I H
P B s PCLI AT ~F- 18 220 i R fACIR B0, BE 3 7
I AR BE B A AL B PMIL Ry i PCIAIG
I, BEBT G AOIRZS o n] (B Sl B 2 R B
R 5 204 A () I A g I DU i 7S 45 4 8 2 R AR 2
AL, TN EFTIL o X RS br 4 R BEfE
SCREAN RIS BT K, MCREAE DR P S B N 2 5
KA ) sh 25 AT 42

4 FRPPAR 7 15 A LA PR RN T BE 1 SRR PR A Y
GEITHERIE ) WL 1 AR 2. AT A0, ANl A R R4
O3AE B ECHE RO AL B AT A A5
PEBBE TG, WRC A R 1T A (85 bn v 22 38 55
T H A J7 ¥, e KAE & 38 165. 000, 48 5 &R HA
222. 666% , 2 WAV o015 B2, B HEAS R, HLAME
B HA —E EWPE. M2 T, PACP A RIES)
5 RIBYIH AL T 2~3 X [8], 20 A5 A4 5 PCL Y 3
(B AR , T I 3% 2 I — A T A O R 4 T 4K
B X)W T AR (B o 7 D) e B B DA
WRC AR R4 S B & i B8 5 4R P AR RRAE 3R 9]
HAPAR 5 R T e i K E £ 5. M5 PMI,
M5 HE M B0, R R B O 29 R 141, 0% Al
87. 5% , I W 4 /D45 e {65 o 70 35 40 A8 B 1 i BB AR
CRAEH 01 PCL R RE AR R B IR

BMARRE , WRC IR R $6 05 16 W6 26 fa DAk v 2
S I e BE R A s PACP AR RAEAR A RL A A BB v
PMIFI MIZEFR A3 FE AR IR i R 43 A0 5 i PCLAUE
oMU E . bk 22 SRR TR R BT AR 2 A
HURE S SRR HE | ik A R

F1 SRR AT BRI S ITHFE
Tab.1 Statistical characteristics of structural defect evaluation indices
WAL Tk dEhn ¥){E ik 22 H/MA SN LR s g iy 8 5 R AU %
WRC 18.331 40.816 0.100 165.000 2.000 2.733 6.556 222.666
PACP 2.138 1.013 1.000 5.000 2.000 0.866 0.451 47.371
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Tab.2 Statistical characteristics of functional defect evaluation indices
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Tab.3 Comparative characteristics of four drainage pipeline health assessment methods
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Fig.7 Health condition grade distribution of four

evaluation methods
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